APPENDIX: 


CONTAINING 


REMARKS 


oN THE 


Partial and Deſective Account given in 
3 71 Critical Review for Jams aft, .. 


OF 4 


15. Bowzs' s Anſwer to a  Scurrilous Panphlt. 
Kc. and to A New Charge. uber 


— 
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"Finn myſelf obliged to _ſubjoin this extraordinary * 
Paper to the two Pamphlets I have lately publiſhed, - 


by the groſs miſrepreſentations of my Defence in the 
account the authors of the Citical Review ** given of it, 
as their Criticiſm may be read by ſome Perſons who have 
not read my Pamphlets. Theſe Gentlemen declare in their, 
Plan, that This work will be carried on by a ſet of Centle- 
men wo have ſeen with indignation the noble art of Critici if. 
reduced to a contemptible manufatture, carried on by wretched 
Hirelings, without talent, candour, ſpirit, or circumſpection; 
Wo as for b W they have no connettions do warp. 

their integrity, no prejudices to influence their judgment ; 
that they will not mvidiouſly ſeek to wreſt the fake or 2 
interpret the words of any author ; that they ſcorn to act as 
miniſters of intereſt, faction, envy, or malevolence, but pre- 
tend to delineate * * of every work with accuracy and 


| ' A candor. 
% 


*; 


induced therepnto by the defire of marrying a 


41 


. Gander. No let us ſee with what accuracy and candir 
they have delineated the plan of my Anſwer to a Seurrilous = 


„and te a Charge, in the account they have 
lately publiſhed of them, and whether in that account they 


= up to the charafter they aſſume « of * erefted, 
5 ed Reviewers. 4 T: 


. 


Ne that Father Luthrel, Rector of the College of the 
Jeſuits at Leghorn, aſcribed my leaving the Church of Rome 
and the Order of the Jeſuits to my ERIE 
alone, and the want of a bed - fellow, meaning, that be 


I was tired of a ſingle life. For this char We 
„ apo who have made 22 chaſtity, and 
turn Proteſtants, as was obſerved by Mr. 
Bayle in the life of the Jeſuit James Reihing ; _ Fath — 
Latthrel knew well enough that I needed not have qui 
the Romiſb Church, or the Order, to Rave a bed-fellow that 
was not 2 wife. In anſwer to that charge, 1 ſay, in page 33, 
that I was twenty years in England before I thought of a 
bed-fellow, ſuch a bed-fellow as Father Luthrel meant, and 
four-and-twenty before I had one; which is as much as to 
ſay, that I was twenty years in Eng land before I thought of 
marrying, e eee did marry. I never 
to the praiſe of having preſerved an inviolable cha- 
ſity, as the Reviewers, miſintet preting my words, would 
nr. On the contrary, ma 
ingenuouſly owned, in my Anfwer to 4 New Charge, — 


that from Her and Frailties I have not been free : 


a that injured n hone 
As for the marriage- contract with which 1 am 
Aged 1 have abſolutely denied it: there was no ſuch 
contract, nor any thing that could 18 

ſoch a conträct, even by a jury of Ladies. This I affirm, 
and inſtances are not wanting of treaties of marriage having 
been broken off, even after the wedding-cloaths were be- 
ſpoke, for very juſt and good reaſons, though not fit to be 
publiſhed; much more may intimacies or courtſhips break 
off, when no promiſe of has ever been made, 
without any ftain upon the honour or character of either 
of the parties. Paſſion may at one time have ſuggeſted one 
- conduct, and reaſon may afterwards point out another. 


tell my readers, in page 33 of the firſt firſt part of my. 


ity be deemed 
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e at thet nen when the parties are ſatisfied, it 
is jmpertinence in any body elfe to concern themſelves with - 
them. But what has all this to do with my Popery, or 
with the Six Letters, or even with ity moral character? 
I choſe to pay five hundred pounds rather than to have 3 
law-ſuit in an affair of this nature. Might there not be 
on on Tre 

qe r 


would not m as gs wy — . — ＋ 
have his own character, 2 —ů— pen, wh | 
whom he had lived in an intimate friendchip, become the 
ſubject of their abuſe? And how. cruel is it to be forced 
either to ſay too | as this, c 

have one's ſilence avow 

paw 7 ang ence whale meg. hoo, 


1 could ſaſeiy rely: none of. them 
me for it; but men ha cannot know 
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this may go toward: the vindicatian of Mr, B. x 's charatter, 
or whether it will weigh againſt a /cale of fatt and evidence, 
we muſt leave our readers to determine : certain, however, it 
is, that a man may be an honeſt Proteſtant in 17 30, and a 
rogue" or a Papift in 1745. Here they ſuppoſe eyery fact, 
every evidence againſt me by my enemies, to be 


* whereas not one of any moment 7 — 


14 1 

hat 1 have not to the full ſatisfaction of 
candid reader. But it was, it ſeems, the buſineſs of 
impartial Critics to conceal the Defence, and only acquaint 
the Public with the Charge, If the paſſages I have quoted 
out of my Hiftgria Litteraria, printed i in 1730, prove me 
to have been no Papiſt at that time, which they certainly 


— — — to prove, and are 
a full confutation of the calumnies of my enemies pretend- 
ing that I was then a Papiſt, nay, and that I afted-as a 
miſſionary. © The accuſation of my having ſince relapſed 
into Popery T have confuted by other Where then 
is the pertinency, the candour, or the jule of this ob- 
ſervation ? It is, like moſt of their others, the petulance 
of an advocate retained to abnſe an innocent man, inſtead 
of the ſentence of an impartial and unprejudiced Judge. 
But let us hear how they go on with their examination and 
ſentence. I write; in page 55 of my Anfwer, that I heard, 
in all likelihood, the confe fon of the Nun Buonaccorſi, but 
cannot poſitively ſay I did, as in Italy the Nuns combi in a 
dark room, with an iron prate between them and the Con- 
Fahr, covered' on the infide with a veil, and very few of 
them chuſe to let the Confeſſor know who they are. Now, 
"what is the obſervation the Critical Reviewers have made 
on this paſſage? Mr. Bower acknowleges that he might 
| have tonfeſſed this Lady among others ; but that he 
never ſaw her, it being the cuſtom to confeſs in a dark room, 
A CIRCUMSTANCE NOT UNFAVOURABLE TO 4 LIBI- 
'DINous Je$viT\. © This is fuppoſing that I was alone 
with her in a dark room: but they purpoſely forget the 
Iron Grate interpoſed between — — me. Was that 4 
chin, reno not unfavourable to a libidinous Jeſuit ? And is 
| pou org — my anſwer to the charge brought 
ainſt me? They go on to ſay, the Jeſuits pronounce Mr. 
guilty of a criminal correſpondence with the above- 

| k. non and Mr. B——r as warmly declares him 
N innocent; it can be directiy and abſolutely e 
Ajproued by none but the Lady herfelf. But theſe unpre- 
+;adiced Judges overlook the many ſtrong and unanſwerable 
arguments that-I have alleged, from page 53 to 64 of my 
« Hnfmer, to to prove that the Jeſuits either never did atteſt 
- that ridiculous ſtory, or, if they did, that pry 

"what they themſelves muſt have known to be 
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I do not i that as the woman to whom-T paid gol. 
cannot be the woman in the Letters, there never was any Ju 

woman at all,” as theſe writers pretend, page 59 : but, as 
the 500 J. were not demanded till three years after the 
Jeſuits had repaid me'my money, I conclude from thence, 
and conclude with good reaſon, that the vaſt ſolicitude I 
am made to expreſs in the Letters to get my money from 
Father Sheldon cannot be aſcribed, as it is by my Anta 
i to my being preſſed about the-payment of that 
Sum; in ſhort, - that I could not be ſo preſſing in 1746 or 
1747 for money to-anſwer a demand that was not made. 
till 1750. I likewiſe obſerve, that the Libeller's —— he 

happily diſcovered this woman is not, as he pretends, a 
diſcovery of the woman in the Letters; but that it ſtill re- 
mains very evident there never was any fuch woman at all, 
and conſequently, that the foundation they reſt on is falſe. 
The Libeller, conſeious how greatly their credit muſt de- 

on the proof of That matter of fact, has tried to 
it up by the diſcovery of this woman, and lays a great 

upon it in his laſt Pamphlet. This evidence has been ſhewn 
to be nothing to the-purpoſe ; and. yet theſe impartial and 
candid Reviewers treat the anſwer made to it as impertinent 
and quite uſeleſs to my Fuftification againſt the authenticity 
of the Letters in diſpute.—In page 49, they only hint at 
my vindication of the character of Dr. 4/þinwall, and call 
it a circumſtance foreign to the diſpute between my adver- 
ſary and me. And do theſe diſcerning Critics think it fo- 
reign to the diſpute for me to ſhew my Adverſary to be 2 
man capable of impoſing upon the world as an unqueſtion 
able truth, every groundleſs, wicked, and malicious ca- 
lumny the Papiſts can invent to defame thoſe who have left 
them; and this with the moſt ſolemn proteſtations of his 
tove for truth and zeal for the Proteſtant religion in his 
mouth? They might juſt as well pretend it to be foreign 
to the purpoſe for a perſon accuſed of a crime at the O 
Zuily, to by other inſtances that his accuſer had at- 
teſted as-an unqueſtionable truth what upon examination 
was found to be the blackeſt ſlander. Beſides, was it a 
circumſtance foreign to the diſpute between my Adverſary 
charging me with Popery and me to prove, that the per- 
fon, with whom I lived in the greateſt friendſhip and inti> 


e ſince a few months * 
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RAM calls — 
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7 his eſcape from the Inguiſi. 

thus; * 1 promiſed, it is true, fo 

+ Ling an aceonnt of any tude from the Inguiktes, 7 
.as I the fecond volume of the Hiſtory 


"fe mere Reviewers it might be thought fuſicient for tus ts 
Ex & =p evaſive anfwer, but as Critical Reviewers we 


5 2c of the debtor, and ons * his pry op 


Jeaſonable interpoſition of a ö 

Would not one think, by the 1 here made to 
expole the reaſons 1 allege for delaying to give an account 
of my eſcape from the Inquiſition, accordi 
miſe, that I bad procured a Subſctiption, and talen money 
before-hand, for the Publication thereof, as ſoon as I had 
completed the Second Volume of the Hiſtory of the Popes ? 
Otherwiſe, where is the between ſüch a promiſe 
| r 
the Popes Who 
af 9 park that — peed.” mg interrupt that 
— — ee 
Se ſame nature is an- 
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ere Loy | 
thats, page 13: 'the year 30 is a ſlip of my Pen, or an 
br of us — for no man can ſuppoſe I intonded to. fay. 
. Gal wry — nn wy Aﬀdoon. Upon 
the Reviewers make the following note, page 662 
A perſon wa, laſt week apprehended and committed to 
Newgate for forgery on the South-Sea „ to the va- 
tue 1000 l. Query, whether if he es in bis defence, 
at the Old Bailey, that it was only & ſlip of his Pen, he wilt 
er will not be acquitted ? The bare repetition of this is 
fufficient to ſhew the impertinence as well as the injuſtice 
and of it. Such is the accuracy and ſuch the 
canDoR with which they pretend to dllincate the plan of 
every work, and have accordingly delineated that of my 
Defence. But theſe Gentlemen are ſo deſirous of 
their wit, that they are not at all concerned for the opinion 
ey go > CN CIS NO ORR OY 7 
n to the Public 
uit eh jugs, of pecially as their Criticiſm may be 
read by ſome who have not read my Pamphlets. And 
having done this, which 1 doge will de.qnough t0-put the 
Public on their guard, i Ball loans thow far the Gorare 66. 
be as ſmart upon me as they pleaſe. 

As for the authors of the Meuthly Review, the aceoune 
they give of my Defence is quite as partial and defeCtive as 
that which their brothers the Critical Reviewers have en- 
deavoured to impole upon the world; and they conclude ic 
with that though I have defended myſelf very 
ſpeciouſly, in regard to ſeveral particulars, yet the att 
1 I 

tively of fmall importance, and feingh endeavour to draw 
Reader's attention from the principal parts of the ac - 
ade, which I paſs flightly over, page 65. The parts 

I enlarge upon are, that I was Counſelor of the · Inquiſt- 
tion; that I fled from /taly, ſhocked at the cruelties of 
that Tribunal; that I renounced the errors of Popery in 
1726; thar ſince that time I never have aſſiſted at any 
fan&ion of the Popiſh Religion, nor performed any, but. 
on the contrary, have expreſſed, on all occaſions and in all 
companies, the greateſt abhorrence and contempt of the 
doctrines and ſuperſtitious practices of the Church of Rome, . 
and even expoſed them and writ againſt them, twenty- ſix 
years 
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| 1 
. laſtly, that it was not with any intenti ; 
deſign of returning to that Church, or to the Order of the 
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more 
of to his ſcurrilous ſlander 
abuſe, and recommend. it to my ſerious peruſal, as a 
written and pathetic exhortation.. _ | 255 
1 ſhall. loſe theſe | few- remarks with an obſervation 


25 


well- 


(viz. in 
the Monthly, to which I. may juſtly-add the Critical Re- 
view) in the cauſe between Mr. Bower and his 
Accuſers, his memory | 7 


